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The pratibhasa is the same whether it is true or untrue
knowledge. And prior to the understanding or apprehen-
sion arising from the 'caksur adiguna', there is no deter-
mination of validity and as such there can be no activity.

Now, validity is said to arise from the contact of the'
sense organs and the like (caksur adiguna jnana). The
validity of the latter requires another such and thus we
face regress.

In so far as the ^pratibhasa' is concerned, the true
knowledge is not different from the false one. As such you
cannot say that the 'guna janyatva* is 'svatah' (internally
valid).

Objection : In the absence of the guna there is no
knowledge, and there is knowledge when the guca is pre-
sent. Thus by agreement and difference we can make out
the validity of cognition on something external to it.

Reply : No, this concomittance refers only to the
absence of the defects which obstruct validity.  There can
be found in the sense organs no other property save that
which removes the defect,

Nor can you say that knowledge and its validity arise
together at the same moment; one is the cause of the other,
and the cause must always preceed the effect m time. They
cannot coexist.

It cannot be (ib). 'Artha kriya samavada jnana' cannot
determine or establish the validity, for that would lead to
regress etc. To establish the validity of, this ^artha kriya
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